diffused. It also confirmed that the experience of workers, their organizations, and their leaders under the dictatorships of Argentina, Brazil, and Chile of the 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s had not received the scholarly attention that it deserved-and that it constituted a silence in the history and memory of that important era that needed to be addressed.
This mini-special issue of ILWCH is a step in that direction, bringing together in three historiographical articles, written by leading labor historians of Argentina, Brazil, and Chile, the national experiences of their dictatorships by the workers of the three countries.
In conceiving the mini-special issue, I asked leading scholars-Victoria Basualdo, Larissa Correa, Paulo Fontes, and Angela Vergara-to synthesize their work with that of other scholars, including as yet unpublished research, into a concise historiographical overview that would be intelligible to ILWCH readers who are not specialists in Latin America and its labor history.
The result is a mini-issue that can serve as a sophisticated introduction for readers with little knowledge of South America and its labor history or as a comprehensive historiography for those who share the specialization and even for those who want to do research of their own and see these articles as a place to take off from and go beyond. Moreover, despite the differences in their national histories, the three articles all share common questions that create parallel analyses, a chronological structure that enables historicizing of memory, and agendas for future research.
Another shared characteristic is that their workers are not passive victims, but rather key protagonists of the pre-coup era-in their workplaces, their unions, and the streets-and the strongest support base of progressive structural reforms. Indeed, it was the growing power of organized workers under democracy in all three countries that persuaded civil and military elites that democracy could not be trusted to protect their core interests and that motivated the civilmilitary coups that ended democracy and inaugurated lengthy anti-labor dictatorships.
Moreover, all three articles share a common structure, which lends them a double identity: They are a history of the experience of workers under dictatorship and a historiography of that theme in subsequent studies of history and memory. That common structure also enables a common strategy: These studies have to be historicized, which makes these three articles also histories of the post-dictatorship eras.
All three articles end with unanswered questions that constitute a future research agenda. All three call for decentered research that analyzes the experience of workers outside the political and economic centers, including that of rural workers. Angela Vergara points to the need to incorporate the gendered, environmental, transnational, and social consequences of the Pinochet dictatorship and to study worker consumption as well as worker production. Paulo Fontes and Larissa Correa conclude that the relationship of workers and unions to the Brazilian state remains an issue that needs further research, as does the emergence of the "new" unionism symbolized by Lula. But they also 6 ILWCH, 93, Spring 2018 underscore the need to study the experience of rural workers in a country where they were a large part of the work force and played a dynamic role in the resistance. Another area that Fontes and Correa consider both important and inadequately explored is the relationship between workers and armed resistance, an open question that is even more important in Argentina, where the Center and Right have made the presence of armed "revolutionary" groups the basis for the "theory of the two demons," in which the asymmetric political violence of the Left and Right are equated and are blamed for the dictatorship and its human rights violations. Victoria Basualdo also stresses the need to examine the complicity of capital in the violations of human rights in general and labor rights particularly in Argentina. This is a relevant theme in Brazil and Chile as well. Lastly, a question that this introduction and the three articles it contextualizes only begin to explore is the comparative history of workers under dictatorship, both within South America and the world beyond. For unfortunately, Argentina, Brazil, and Chile are not the only nations in the region or the wider world where workers have suffered the repression of military coups and dictatorships. In too many places in today's world, workers are facing antilabor authoritarian regimes. That might be an appropriate theme for a full special issue with global reach.
This mini-special issue on the Southern Cone is a start. 
